Pear Jerry, AC e; War ° rimes . cliarges signed by Ramsey Clark 11/15/92 

I began reading thi^ book this morning believing in ddvance that the war-crimes 
charges are true, as for the most part I still do, but I did not get very ^aar in the 
charges, signed bylHamsey Clark alone, before I had substantial doubts about how dependable 
or impartial Clark is. 

has included some items he alleges are war crimes without any effort to give even 
a reason to suspect they are, like dragging Israel in and making it a war crime for the 
US to surveille ; Arab-Americans or resident Arabs. 

I had made a few comments, posed a few questions on little stickon papers. I suggest 
you should reread this and ask yourself those questions. I think that instead of making 
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Bven on simjble factual things this is very dubious. As, was it really a single US 
loan to kgypt that totalled 87 billions? Or is that the accumulated total? tfKA, 

I personally have serious questions about the dependability of anything that today 
cites Christie as a sole source. Clark does. After what itfTdid in the Avfrrgnan case, and 
that after being warned in advance? 

Then he cites non-existing footnotes, and this is not the f$rst verdion of the book, 
like 12/ then the last given is 11/. This it incredibly careless and itself raises questions. 

The worst Clark has been able to say about Saddam is that his civilpright3 record 
is not all it could be. •‘■t actually justifies him. 

I also found myself wanting to learn who this commission is, who got it together, 
why it tries to pretend that it has some standing, etc. Why does it hot begin with a 
simple statement that it is composed on concerned citizens who constituted themselves 
a commission of inquiry, as concerned citizens should do? 

3* says it is without precedent. Has Clark never heard of ■ cS retrand Russell and his 
commission and its reports? 

i’rankly, this turned me off. I'm® not reading any more of it until after ^ read the 
Hilsman book. I expect it to be dependable and not as obviously a wohk of propaganda. 

My own belief is that when people set out to do what Clark et al did, a very worth- 
while project, they ought begin with the intent of being scrupulously accurate and fair. 

Bless they are in the end they defeat themselves and in diking that undermine other similar 
efforts in undermining their own credibility. 

Because it is not at all necessary to justify Saddam and his actions to make out a 
case against the US, I find myself wondering why Clark did and the others agreed to that. 



